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HE Queſtion concerning the preſent 
| Mode of Subſcription, required by the 


Univerſity of Oxford, to be made by all young 


Perſons at their Matriculation, is of ſo impor- 
tant a Nature,—the haſty Concluſions that have 
too generally taken Place to the Diſcredit of 
the Univerſity, — and the publick and peremptory 
Demand of an Alteration, —make it neceſſary 


to lay the State of the Caſe before the Publick. 


The Papers which now appear have been al- 
ready offered to the Conſideration of the Mem- 


bers of the Univerſity; ſome Things only 


being omitted, which have no, direct Concern 
with the Point in Debate, and ſome Alterations 
and Additions being made, to ſet the Matter in 
a ſtil] clearer and ſtronger Light. The principal 
Arguments made uſe of by the Favourers of an 
Innovation will be eaſily collected from the fol- 
lowing Papers. Nothing more need be obſerved, 
than that the Subſtitution by them recommended 
is © either a verbal or written Declaration that 
ce the matriculated Perſon will conform to the 


* Worſhip of the Church of England.” 
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| Caſe Stated and Conſidered. 


HE two Univerſities were inſtituted as 
Places of Education for the Youth of 
this Kingdom, to qualify them for the Service 
of their Country, in Church and State, as by 


Law eſtabliſhed. 


The Nature of their Conſtitution, the 'Sta- 
tutes which are founded upon it, and the eſta- 
bliſhed Modes of Diſcipline to be obſerved in 
them, do evidently prove, that they were in- 
tended only for the Education of Members of 
the Church of England. 

That no Papiſt, or Sectary of any kind, 
might gain an Admiſſion into this Univerſity, 
the Wiſdom of our Proteſtant Anceſtors thought 
it expedient, for the greater Security of this 
Reformed Church as by Law eſtabliſhed, to 
provide a Teſt of the Religious Principles of 
the Perſons to be admitted into it. 

This Teſt, which has been required and ſub- 
mitted to for near Two Hundred Years, conſiſts 


in a Subſcription to the Thirty-nine Articles, 


which contain the Doctrines of the Church of 
England, And all Perſons of 'Twelve Years of 


Age and upwards are required to ſubſcribe to 
them at their Matriculation. 


The Queſtion is, Whether this Teſt ought 
to be retained, or abrogated or altered? 


If 


If it be totally abrogated, the Conſtitution, 
Order, and Diſcipline of the Univerſity will be 
fundamentally changed. It will be laid open to 
Perſons of all Religious Perſuaſions, who will 
be at Liberty to act agreeably to their Per- 
ſuaſions, ſo far at leaſt as they can plead Conſci- 
ence in their Behalf. If any one cannot con- 
ſcientiouſly join in the Service of the Church, 
he will ſay, that it would be wicked in Him 
to violate his Conſcience, and in & to require 
it. Thus the Univerſity will become a Semi- 
nary of Schiſm, which it was deſigned to pre- 
vent; and will put Arms into the Hands of 
Perſons, who will uſe them offenſively againſt 
the Eftabliſhed Church, which their Inſtitution 
requires them to guard and defend. 11131 
If the Teſt is propoſed to be altered, it will 
be right firſt to conſider, Whether any ſuch 
Objection may be made to it, as may not be 
removed to the Satisfaction of every candid and 
. reaſonable Mind, 2 9 
No reaſonable Man who has taken the Mat- 
ter into Conſideration can think, that a Sub- 
ſcription to the Articles required of Perſons 
who have attained the Twelfth Year of their 
Age, can be meant to require a formal and ex- 
plicit Aſſent to the Senſe of the Doctrines con- 
tained in them, when they are not ſo much as 
required to have read them; or that it carries 
in it an Obligation that they ſhould never diſſent 
from any of them, ſhould they hereafter fee 
Reaſon for it, when they ſhould have Abilities 
to underſtand and judge of them. It never 
meant any more, nor was it ever underſtood to 
' mean 
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mean any more; than that it was a Declaration 
of the Perſon ſubſcribing, that he was a Mem- 
ber of the Church of England, and, as ſuch, 
would conform to the Worſhip and Diſcipline 
of it. All that he is ſuppoſed to know of the 
Doctrines is, that they are the Doctriiſes of the 
Church of which he has been educated a Mem- 
ber; and that for the Preſent, he acqureſces in 
them as ſuch, ſuſpending any farther judgment 
of them, till he ſhall be better able to examine 
them. | 

All this the matriculated Youth may very 
well . underſtand; and ſubmit to with a fafe 
Conſcience ; it requiring no more than a Per- 
ſuaſion, which he certainly brings with him, 
that the Church he has been educated in has 
no Deſign to impoſe upon him, or lead him 
aſttay. 

If any Thing more is requiſite to put this 
Matter in its true Light, in which it has been 
ſeen and approved for Two Centuries paſt, by 
as learned, religious, and conſcientious Men as 
ever lived, let an Explanation of this Kind be 
inſerted in the Statute Book, in the ſame Man- 
ner as the Epinomis of Biſhop Saunderſon is, 
in reſpect to the Oath of Obligation to obſerve 
the Penal Statutes. 

If ſuch an Explanation is not ſatisfactory, 
and ſome Teſt is ſtill thought neceſſary at the 
Time of Matriculation, to be required by the 
Univerſity, in Conformity to the Deſign and 
Nature of its Inſtitution, What other Teſt can 


be propoſed ? I can think-but of Two Ways of 
Subſtitution. 


The 
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The one is, That the young Scholar be re- 
quired to make a Declaration that he is a Mem- 
ber of the Church of England, which ſuppoſes 
an Acquieſcence in its Doctrines; and that 
he will conform, during his Reſidence in the 
Univerſity, to the Rules and Diſcipline of it, 
as by Law eſtabliſhed. DIAS 
The otber is, That his Tutor ſhall ſtipulate 
for him, in the abovementioned Particulars. 
As to the former, I ſee no Difference be- 
twixt the Mode of Declaration, and that of 
Subſcription, as before explained. The Obliga- 
tion is the ſame whether it be made viv4 Voce 
or in Scriptis. FX 
As to the latter, the Declaration or 8 
ſcription muſt be as obligatory upon the Pupil, 
as if they were made by himſelf; otherwiſe, 
they have no Meaning at all, but muſt be 
downright Chicanery and Prevarication. 
Degrees, in the ordinary Diſpenfation of 
them, were never intended to be beſtowed by 
the Univerſity but upon Members of the Church 
of England; no other Perſons being capable of 
being Members of the Univerſity. Thoſe in- 
deed, who are capable of Degrees, are ſuppoſed 
to have read its Articles, and to underſtand 
the Doctrines of them. And if any one thinks 
that any of them are not reconcikable, by a 
fair and reaſonable Interpretation, to the eſſen- 
tial Faith of a Chriſtian, though he may be an 
outward Conformiſt, he is, in Truth, no real 
Member of the Church of England as by Law 
eſtabliſhed. And this he declares, if he with- 
holds his Subſcription to them. But if the 


Univerſity 


E 
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Univerſity takes upon itſelf to annul it in its 
preſent Mode, it will be a tacit Acknowledge- 
ment on her Part, that the long-eſtabliſhed Sub- 
ſcription is indefenfible, and the Univerſity muſt 
no longer be conſidered as a Seminary for 
Members of the Church of England only. 
And even ſuppoſing that our Articles want 
Reviſal, Explanation, or Amendment, (which, 
whenever it is attempted, muſt be the Work of 
very wiſe and learned Men, performed with 
great Caution and Circumſpection) why is it 
expected that the Univerſities ſhould take the 


Lead in fatisfying the Scruples of the preſent 


Times? Why are not their Conſciences to be 
reſpected as much as other Peoples? And if this 
Univerſity 1s perſuaded, that no Alteration 
ought to be made in the preſent Teſt, but what 
will leave the Purport and Meaning of it juſt 
the ſame as it now is, and that the total Abro- 
gation of it is abſolutely inconſiſtent with the 
very Nature and Deſign of its Inſtitution, it is 
nugatory to require the one, and muſt be un- 
reaſonable and unjuſt to require the other. 
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The CAS E farther Explained and 
Conſidered. 


HE Deſign of the Author of the Caſe 
of Subſcription, &c.' was to vindicate the 
Eſtabliſhment and Continuance of the pre- 
ſent Mode of Subſcription, upon the only 
Principle, as he apprehends, which can vin- 
dicate either. The Explanation upon which 
the Vindication reſts is not his own : He re- 
ceived it from his Tutor, and always com- 
municated it to his Pupils before their Ma- 
triculation. 

He had Reaſon to ſuppoſe, that Perſons 
abroad did not fee the Thing in its true Light. 
He endeavoured to repreſent it in ſuch a one, 
as might not only ſkreen the Univerſity from 
the Reproach of an ablurd and arbitrary Con- 
duct, in requiring from young People a formal 
Aſſent to the Truth of Propofitions which 
they knew it was impoſſible for them to un- 
derſtand; but to undeceive thoſe who might 
think, without further Reflection, that we 
required ſuch an Aſſent. He knows his At- 
tempt has ſatisſied ſome reaſonable and re- 
ſpectable Men, who are Friends to the Uni- 
verſity.— He never expected it would ſatisfy 
its Enemies. He thought it might furniſh 
an Argument of Defence to thoſe who might 
be willing to favour us with their Protection, 
by which our Cenſurers might ſee that our 
| X Practice 


LIE. LIE EZ "IERTST 


Practice was not ſo indefenſible as they 
imagined. 

Was the projected Mode of Subſtitution to 
take in a Declaration of the matriculated Per- 
ſon's Acqureſcence in the Do#rines of the 
Church of England as well as Conformity to 
its Worſhip, he could have no Objection to it, 
as it differs not from the preſent Mode of 
Subſcription rightly underſtood. But the 
Omiſſion of ſuch a Declaration greatly alters 
the Caſe. A Conformity to the Worſhip of 
our Church gives no certain Security that the 

| Perſon who conforms is a Member of the 
Church of England. Not only Diſſenters 
but Papiſts have made no Scruple to go to 
Church, and that for many Years. Biſhop 
Burnet tells us, in the Hiſtory of his own Times, 
that King James II. during the Life of his firſt 
Wife, Lord Clarendon's Daughter, not only 
went regularly to Church, but even received if 
the Sacrament, though nobody doubted of his 4 
Religion all the while. But ſuppoſe there | 
were no Objections to the Declaration con- 
ſidered in itſelf, yet there may be Objections 
to it conſidered in its Conſequences. 

The Attack upon our Subſcription took 
its riſe from that which was made upon the 
whole Body of the Articles. The Church of 
England was not to be taken by Storm; our | 
Adverſaries have a Mind to ſee what they can | 
do by Sap. They are firſt to get the Uni- 
verſity to acknowledge, that they have been | 
very wrong in requiring from young Perſons, 
at their Matriculation, an Acqure/cence in, for 
B 2 I can 
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can never call it an Aſent to, the Doctrines 
of the Church, into the Faith of which they 
were baptized. This will not fatisfy. The 
next Step will be, to exempt all, who are to 
take Degrees, from the Obligation to ſub- 
ſcribe the Articles, except perhaps, for the 
preſent, Degrees in Divinity; by which 
means, Perſons of any or no Religion, may 
have a Claim to the Honours of the Uni- 
verſity, in direct Contradiction to the Nature 
of its Conſtitution, and all the Principles of 
its Polity. The Senſe of the Univerſity will 
afterwards be brought as an Argument for 
totally aboliſhing a Subſcription, which they 
have acknowledged to be indefenſible, as in- 
tolerable to the Conſciences of many; and 
therefore is a Grievance that ought to be re- 
moved from the Conſciences of all who feel 
the Weight of it. This Chain of Conſe- 
unery is not improbable, if we conſider the 
Principles and Deſigns of our Reformers. 


Farther. 
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HE Author of the Caſe, &c. would 
not have preſumed to have troubled 
his Readers with any Thing more about the 
Subſcription, had he not thought the Credit 
and Honour of the Univerſity particularly con- 
cerned in having right Notions aſcertained as 
to the Meaning and Intention of the preſent 
Mode of Subſcription. The Writer of the 
Confiderations having over and over again in- 
ſiſted upon an indefenſible State of the Caſe, 
he thought himſelf under a Neceſlity of ap- 
pearing in Print once more. 
The Confiderer has expreſsly charged the 
. Governors of the Univerſity, for near two 
Hundred Years paſt, down to this very Day, 
with having required from young Perſons, at 
their Matriculation, a formal Aſſent to the 
Truth of a Variety of Propoſitions of profound 
Argument, and of a mixed Nature, Hiſtorical, 
Theological, and Metaphyſical, which they knew 
it was impoſſible for them to underſtand. And 
yet he is ſo indulgent as to wiſh, at this 
Practice might have continued without Im- 
peachment for many hundred Years more. Now © 
on the contrary, I do aver, that if this had 1 
been their Intention, they have all along been 
the moſt unreaſonable, abſurd, and iniqui- 
tous Set of Governors that ever lived; and the 
Practice 
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Practice ought not to have obtained for 2 
ſingle Day. 

He ſuppoſes that if ſuch an Aſſent is not 
required, the Subſcription has an Air of Pre- 
varication and Chicanery ; and others who are 
required to give a formal and poſitive Aſſent 
to the Truth of the Doctrines contained in 


the Articles, may be encouraged to perſuade 


themſelves that no more is required of them 
than of young People at their Matriculation. 
But ſurely all Subſcribers are required to make 
their Subſcription according to the Intention 
of thoſe who require it. What the Inten- 
tion of the Univerſity is, and how materially 
it differs in theſe two Caſes, will appear from 
the following Paper, which has ſettled the 
Point in ſo clear and deciſive a Manner, as to 
leave no Room for a Doubt. 


A Vindication 
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A Vindication of the Teſt, in its preſent 
Mode, from the plauſible Objections 
that have been raiſed againſt it. 


T hath been artfully thrown out by the a- 
vowed Enemies of the Church of England 

as now eſtabliſhed, that the Subſcription to 
it's Articles required by this Univerfity at Ma- 
triculation is a ſcandalous and unjuſtifiable Im- 
poſition on mere boys, who cannot in Reaſon 
be ſuppoſed qualified to judge of the Senſe of 
them.-----Many ſteady Friends to the Church 
and Univerſity have been ſtartled at the Plea; and 
thinking it a Practice altogether indefenſible, 
are therefore, in the true and candid Spirit of 
the Church of England, zealous for the Alter- 
ation of it. But before we allow the Charge, 3 
let us ſee whether it doth not reſt on a mere 1 
Miſtake.----The Wifdom of Ages ought not | 
in Juſtice to give Way ſuddenly to every ſeem- 
ing Difficulty. | 

All the Arguments hitherto urged in Favor 
of an Alteration of the preſent Mode of Teſt 
at Matriculation, depend on a Suppoſition, 
that by this Subſcription the Univerſity re- 
quires an actual poſitive Aſſent to the Truth 
of the Doctrines contained in the xxxix 
Articles. 

If this were really the Caſe, the Objections 
are unanſwerable, and a Teſt of another Kind 
ought to be ſubſtituted in it's room.--But if it 


appear 
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appear that no ſuch Aſſent either is, or ever 
was intended to be required by the Univerſity, 
then the preſent Mode is not affected by alty 
Arguments yet urged againſt it. 

I preſume it will be univerſally granted, 
that in whateyer Senſe the Univerſity requires 
this Subſcription, in that Senſe and no other, 
the Subſcription is made, | 

From the Manner of Proceeding at the 
Admiſſion of a Scholar we may fairly collect 
in what Senſe the Univerſity actually does, 
and always did, conſider it.----The Scholar 


even required to have read them.---- And his 
Tutor is enjoined by Statute to inſtruct him 
in the Senſe of them, Tit. III. $ 2. * Tutor 
% vers Scholares Tutelæ & Regimini ſuo com- 
«© miſſos probis Moribus imbuat, & in probatis 
« Authoribus inſtituat; & maxim? in Rudi- 
« mentis Religionts, & Doctrinæ Articulis in 
« Synodo Lond. {anno 1562} editis: ac pro 


* 


* 


« virili ſus Diſcipline in Ecelgſd Anglicand 


e publicè receptæ eos conformes praſtabit.” 

This laſt 8 * a Demon- 
ſtration that the Univerſity does not ſuppoſe 
the Scholar already fully informed in the 
meaning of the Articles, and therefore can- 
not (without a Contradiction too groſs to be 
ſuſpected in an Inſtitution with any Pretenſi- 
ons to Wiſdom) be ſuppoſed to require a full 


and 


[ #7 
and entire Aſſent to what it owns it does not 
imagine him to comprehend. 

And if this Subſcription does not imply an 
entire Aſſent to the Truth of every Propoſi- 
tion contained in the Articles, it can neceſ- 
ſarily imply no Aſſent at all. For to ſay that 
it is an Aſſent as far as the Scholar under- 
ſtands them is to make it no Teſt, unleſs an 
Acquieſcence in the reſt which he does not 
underſtand be alſo implied. And if an 'Ac- 
quieſcence be allowed ſufficient for a Part, it 
is equally ſo for the Whole. There is there- 


fore no Medium ; this Subſcription muſt either 


mean an entire Aſſent, or merely an Acquieſ- 
| cence. - That it cannot mean an entire Aſſent 
is already proved; an Acquieſcence then is all 
that is, or ever was intended. 

It may be aſked, what Right the Univer- 
ſity has to underſtand Subſcription, in this In- 
ſtance, in a different Senſe from what it is al- 
lowed by general Conſent, and by the Uni- 
verſity itſelf, to have in every other Inſtance. 
Is not this a dangerous Doctrine, full of Chi- 
cane and double dealing, and ſubverſive of all 
Subſcription to any good Purpoſe ?----By thoſe 
who aſk theſe Queſtions it is taken for grant- 
ed that a bare Subſcription, of Neceſſity can 
imply no leſs than an entire Aſſent to what is ſo 
ſubſcribed.----Now this is certainly not true in 
all Caſes.----I might inſtance in Affairs of 
common Negociation in civil Matters. But 
it will be ſufficient to the preſent Purpoſe to 
ſhow that there is no Inſtance in which the 
xxxix Articles are ſubſcribed where an Afﬀent 
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is intended to be required. but what that Aſ- 
ſent is expreſſed in Terms, and not ſuppoſed 
to follow from the mere Subſcription. 

How is it in the Univerfity ? — When the 
Matriculated Scholar becomes a Candidate for 
a Degree, he is again required to fubſcribe 
the 39 Articles; and moreover the three Ar- 
ticles of the 36th Canon, which includes an 
Allowance of the xxxix Articles, and an Ac- 
knowledgment that they are agreeable to the 
Word of God. 5 | 

And this Subſcription was * originally made, 
not fimply, but in the following Form : —— 
« Ego A. perleftis prius vel ab aho coram me 
* recitatis Orthodoxtèe Fidei & Religionis Arti- 
© culis xxxix in ſacrd Synodo Lond. habitd 
* A. D. 1562 conſtabilitis; famulque tribus 
Capitibus in alid Synodo Londinenſi ſub An- 
«© num 1604 decretts & in Canone zöto re- 
dattis ſciens volenſque ex  animo ſubſeribo.“ 
And the Perſon who preſents is alſo required 


cc 


to atteſt that the Candidate hath read, or 


heard read, the Articles to which he hath 
ſubſcribed. — In this Caſe the Univerſity cer- 
tainly intends to require a full and entire Aſ- 
ſent; and has a good Right to do it, having 
before provided proper Means of Inſtruction. 
The Aſſent is clearly expreſſed; and all poſ- 


This Formula was decreed by Convocation in the Vear 1616, 
but not incorporated into the preſent Body of Statutes. And in- 
deed it would be ſuperfluous, as the three Articles of the 36th 
Canon are in a declaratory Form, and amount to the ſame Thing. 
Theſe Articles are not only ſubſcribed, but actually read by the 
Candidate, at the Time of his Preſentation. 

ible 
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fible Caution taken that it may not be given 


in a thoughtleſs and precipitate Manner. 
How is it in Subſcriptions not merely Aca- 


demical ? No Man ought to be admitted 
either to the Order of Deacon or Prieſt, un- 
leſs he firſt ſubſcribe to the xxxix Articles. 
Stat. 13 Eliz. c. 12. — This ſimple Subſcrip- 
tion 1s all that is required for Deacons Orders; 
and need imply no more than a mere Ac- 
quieſcence. But if a Deacon take upon him, 
or be licenſed, to preach, he can maintain no- 
thing contrary to the Doctrine of the xxxix 
Articles, on Pain of Deprivation, unleſs he 
recant. Stat. 13 Eliz. c. 12. 

But the Caſe is different with Reſpect to a 
Prieſt, of whom poſitive Profeſſion is required. 

« No Biſhop ought to make any Deacon a 
« Prieſt, unleſs he firſt bring to the Biſhop, 
« from Men known to the Biſhop to be of ſound 
Religion, a Teſtimonial both of his honeſt Life 
« and of his PROFESSING the Doctrine expreſſed 
« in the Articles of Religion agreed upon by a 
National Synod in the Year 1562.“ Stat. 
13 Eli. c. 12. 

At Inſtitution to a Benefice with Cure of 
Souls, the inſtituted Perſon ought to ſubſcribe 
the Articles before the Ordinary by his own 
voluntary Act; and when he takes Poſſeſſion 
of his Benefice, he is obliged by Law to read 
the Articles in the Church, and declare his 
unfeigned Aſſent to them. 5 

Hence I conclude, that whenever an A//cnt 
to the Articles is intended to be required, it 
is always expreſſed. 
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It is alſo evident from what hath been ſaid, 
that by the ſimple Subſcription at Matricula- 
tion the Univerſity can underſtand nothing 
but a mere Acquieſcence. 

An Acquieſcence is the leaſt Security the 
Univerſity as a Seminary for the Church of 
England can poſſibly require; and ſuch a Teſt 


cannot be a Burthen to the Conſcience of any 


who take it; and can exclude none but ſuch 
as it is the Duty of the Univerſity to exclude. 

It is fnrther evident, that by ſo underſtand- 
ing it, the Univerſity does not adopt a ſingular 
or unwarranted Notion of Subſcription, or by 
any Means countenance the Subſcribing in 


various lax and indeterminate Senſes, where 


an Aſſent is required. 


A Reca- 
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A REecaPeiTULATION. 


HE Affair of the Subſcription has 
been much agitated. I have confidered 
what has been ſaid on all Sides; and I hope 
it will not be thought impertinent, if I State 
the Caſe according to my Notions of the 
Debate, without preſuming to direct the Judg- 
ment of others. 2 
The following Poſitions ſtrongly oppoſe 
any projected Alteration. 

The Univerſity has a preſcriptive Right to 
the preſent Mode of Subſcription, having 
exerciſed it for near two Hundred Years. 

It cannot be preſumed that ſo learned a 
Body would have inſtituted and continued a 
Practice, unwarrantable, arbitrary, and abſurd. 

The only Conſtruction that can make it 
otherwiſe is, that they had no farther Inten- 
tion in requiring a Subſcription to the Articles 
from young Perſons at their Matriculation, 
than that they ſhould declare their Acquie/- 
cence in the Doctrines of the Church of Eng- 
land, which all the Members of it, of what- 
ever Degree, who do not give any formal or 
explicit Aſſent to them, are ſuppoſed to ac- 
quieſce in. 

This their Intention has been made to ap- 
pear ſo fully, that there cannot remain any 
_ reaſonable Doubt about it. 

N There 


„ 
There have been no evil Suſpicions, no 
Uneaſineſs in this Place, ariſing from the 
Continuance of the Practice. It has generally 


been looked upon as a hg Method to ſe- 
he 


cure the Intereſts of the Church England, 
which the Nature of our Conſtitution re- 
quires us to guard. 

Any Alteration of the Practice might ſeem 
to carry in it a Reflection upon the Wiſdom 
and Piety of our Predeceſſors for having 
eſtabliſhed it, 'and an Acknowledgement of 
the Want of them in ourſelves, for having 
continued it. 25 | 

It may be apprehended, that ſuch a ſup- 
poſed Acknowledgement may operate ſo as to 
affect very materially the Articles of our 
Church, there being too much Reaſon to 
think that the Outcry againſt the Univerſity 
Subſcription ariſes more from a Diſlike to the 
Articles themſelves than from a tender Con- 
cern for the Conſciences of our Youth, | 

If the Subſcription is defenſible upon Prin- 
ciples that want only to be made known to 
gain the Approbation of all reaſonable and 
true Members of our Church, why ſhould 
we not maintain our Ground? What more 
have we to do to prevent Miſtake and to filence 
Clamour, but to inſert a proper Explanation 
of the Meaning of the Subſcription in the 
Book, wherein the young Men write their 
Names, and read it to them at their Ma- 
triculation. | 11. 

There is a Queſtion revived, whether the 
Univerſity has a Power to alter any of its 

Statutes 
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Statutes, I enter not into the Diſpute. But 
one obſervation, I think a material one: There 
is a great Difference betwixt altering Statutes 
that relate to our own internal Regimen, and 
Statutes by which we are connected to the 
Conſtitution in Church or State. 

Now what is faid on the other Side in 
Favour: of the Alteration ? 

A Public Attack was made in the Houſe of 
Commons. upon our Subſcription. It had not 
one Advocate. The Friends, and even the 
Repreſentatives of the Univerſity gave it up 
as indefenſible. Our Chancellor intends to 
recommend an Alteration. The Biſhops con- 
cur ; and all our Friends are alarmed for the 
Fate of the Univerſity. 

But notwithſtanding all this, under Favour, 
I will preſume to put the following Queſtions : 

Had any of theſe reſpectable Perſonages ſo 
far conſidered the Matter, as to form to them- 
ſelves juſt and adequate Notions of the Inten- 
tion of the Univerſity ? Did they not, without 
farther Reflection, take for granted, that the 
Subſcription. implied a pofitrve Aſent to the 
Truth of the Doctrines contained in the 
Articles? Muſt they not be convinced upon 
mature Conſideration, and upon the Evidence 
produced in the Caſe, that the Univerſity never 
required any ſuck Thing? Can they blame 
the Univerſity for retaining the antient Teſt, 
till ſtronger Reaſons are produced for the Al- 
teration of it, than have yet been laid before 
them? Ought they to be required to make 
Innovations, merely in Compliance with the 
Temper 
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Temper of the Times, when they may be 
thought incompatible with their Duty, and 
productive of worſe Conſequences than they 
are intended to prevent? 

I own myſelf to be under no Panic at ha- 
ving the Matter brought into Parliament. 
We ſhall have an Opportunity given us of 
making our Plea more Public; and ſhould it 

not be approved, which is a Suppoſition I am 
not willing to make, I cannot think that the 

Parliament will. proceed ſo far as to enjoin any+ 
Teſt that will deſtroy or injure our Connection 
with the Church of England, as by Law eſ- 
tabliſhed. Nor can.I believe that the Majo- 
rity of either Houſe will ever concur in any 
Project to weaken the Fences of our Eccle- 
ſiaſtical Conſtitution, till they mean to alter 
it in its Fundamentals. When that Day comes 
the Univerſity muſt ſhare the ſame Fate with 

i} the Church. In the mean Time I rely upon 
il the Legiſlature for our Security as well as Di- 
il rection. It is undoubtedly their Province and 
4 not ours to make Alterations, as in their 
1 Wiſdom they ſhall judge proper, (whether we 
C think them for the better or the worſe) in 

Matters wherein the Church of England is as 

much concerned as the Univerſity. Our Obe- 

dience is due 77 omnibus LICITIS ET HONESTIS. 


» 
«6. 
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"THE END. 
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